IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
DIVISION li

IN RE THE PERSONAL ) NO. 41345-1-lI

RESTRAINT PETITION OF ) RESPONSE TO

- RYAN WAYNE ALLEN ) PERSONAL RESTRAINT

Comes now State of Washington, by and through Olivia Zhou,
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for Thurston County, and files its
response to petitioner‘é personal restraint petition pursuant to RAP
16.9.

I. BASIS OF CURRENT RESTRICTIONS ON LIBERTY

Petitioner Allen remains free. He has served his sentence and

is not on community custody. See Appendix A, Judgment and

Sentence after Remand, Thurston County Superior Court Cause No.
07-1-02163-2, entered on April 22, 2010.
[I.  STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS

2.1 1994 Predicate Offense

On July 11, 1994, Petitioner plead guilty to one count of |
residential 5urglary in Thursfon County Juvenile Court. The
dispoéition order did not prbvide notice of a firearm prohibition.. See
Appendix B, Juvenile Statement on Plea of Guilty and Disposition

Order, Thurston County Juvenile Court Cause No. 94-8-00455-6.
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2.2 Current Offenses

The State agrees with the facts underlying the unlawful
possession of firearm charges as laid out in Petitioner’s brief.

Following the charges of unIanu'l péssession of firearm, the
State added an additional cr;argé of bail jumping. At no time did

Petitioner raise the issue that the predicate offense court [Thurston

County Juvenile Court] failed to advise him that he was proh_ibite'd

from possessing firearms.

On April 3, 2008, Petitioner was convicted in Thurston Couhty
Superior Court of two counts of unlawful possession of a firearm in
the first degree and one count of bail jumping. Appendix C, Judgment
and Sentence, Thurston County Superior Court Cause No. 07-1-
02163-2. Petitioner appealed to this Court, which affirmed the two
firearm offenses but reve_rsed the conviction of bail jumping. The
case was then remanded for résentencing. Appendix D, Unpublished |
Opinion, State v. Allen; 15“1"Wn. App. 1041, 2009 WL 2437229 (Aug.
ﬂ, 2009). Petitioner then filed petition for review with Washihgtbn
Supreme Court, appealing the decision from this Court. Appendix E,
Petition for Review, filed on November 13, 2009. The Supreme Court
denied Petitioner's Petition for Review. Appendix F, Order, State v.

Allen, 168 Wn.2d 1012, 227 P.3d 852 (Mar. 3, 2010) (Table, No.



83604-3). Petitioner was resentenced on April 22, 20-1 0. Appendix A.-
[l. RESPONSE TO ISSUES RAISED

3.1 The State respectfully requests that the Court
deny Petitioner's PRP for reversal of conviction
because Petitioner was neither affirmatively
misled nor prejudiced by the predicate offense

court

“Personal restraint petitions are not a substitute for direct
review.” In re Pers. Restraint of Dalluge, 162 Wn.2d 814, 817, 177
P.3d 675 (2008). Although petitions raising constitutional or non-
constitutional issue's‘ not raised at trial or on direct appeal are no
longer absolutely barred, special‘restrictions still apply. In re Pers.
Restraint of Hews, 99 Wn.2d 80, 85-87, 660 P.2d 263 (1983). To
~ obtain relief on new issﬁes, the petitioner must establish he was
actually and substantially pfejudiced by the error. In re Pers.
Restraint of Brown, 143 Wn.2d 431, 445, 21 P.3d 687 (2001).

Even if a petitioner can meet the thresholds required for a
constitutional or non-constitutional issue, he is not automatically
entitled tb relief or a reference heéring. A personal restraint petitioner
is required by the rules to provide both “a statement of...facts upon
which the claim is...based and the evidence to support the factual
allegations. RAP 16.7(a)(2)(i). A procedural prerequisite to

consideration on the merits is that “the petitioner must state with



particularity facts which, if proven, would entitle him to relief”; “bald |
assertions” and “conclusory allegations” are not enough. /n re Pers.
Restraint of Rice, 118 Wn.2d 876, 886, 828 P.2d 1086, cert. denied,
506 U.S. 958 (1992).

In the present case, Petitioner djd not raise the issue of the
juvenile court’s failure to provide notice pursuantto RCW 9.41.047(1)
at trial. Additionally, Petitioner was not affirmatively misled by the
juvenile court. Finally, Petitioner cannot dembnstrate actual prejudice
from fhe juvenile court’s failure to provide notice of the firearm
prohibition. .

.Addressing RCW 9.41.047(1), the Washihgton Supreme Court
held that re\)ersal of conviction for Unlawful Possession of Firearm is
appropriate when the sentencing court affirmatively misleads the
defendant into believing that he is allowed to possess_firearms. State
v. Minor, 1623 Wn.2d 796, 803-04, 174 P.3d 1162 (2008). In Minor,
there was nothing in the record to indicate that the predicate offense
court gave Minor oral notice that he could not possess firearms, and it
failed to check the box on the sentencing form which preceded the
written notice. /d. at 801. The Court concluded ;that because the
sentencing'court had both failed to provide notice and affirmatively

misled the defendant, reversal of the unlawful possession of a firearm



conviction was warranted. Id. at 804.

| In reaching its decision, the Washington Supreme Court
reiterated lower courts’ holdings that a conviction for unlawful
possession of a firearm is invalid wh‘ere defendant can demonstrate
actual prejudice. Seé State v. Leavitt, 107 Wn. App. 361, 27 P.3d
622 (2001). In Leavitt, this Court indicated that prejudice can be
demonstrated through the defendant's “guileless actions” of
volunteering more information to police than that which was asked of -
him. /d. at 367-68. In Leavitt, the defendant pled guilty to violation of
a protection order and received a one-year suspended sentence. /d.
at 363. The court set a termination date one year following
sentencing, and told him that one of the conditions of his sentence
was to not possess firearms. Id. Furthermore, the Conditions,
Requirements and Instructions that the Department of Corrections
provided to Leavitt left blank the box next {o the paragraph expiaining
firearm posseésion prohibition. /d. This CoUrt concluded that as a
result of the combination of the “unusual facts of the case, Id.‘at 368,
emphasis added, Leavitt had been denied due process. Additionally,
prejudice was clearly demonstrated when instead of simply answering
the police’s question about whether he had weapbns in his house,

. “Leavitt spontaneously volunteered that he had firearms in his car, for



which he was convicted and sentenced.” /d.

Similar to Leavitt, the Court of Appeals Division Three also held
that a defendanf’s due process is violated when he is affirmatively
misled by the predicate offe'nsé court. Stafe v. Moore, 121 Wn. App.
889, 895, 91 P.3d 1 36 (2004). In Moore, the defendant appeared in
juvenile court on three separate occasions. On each occasion, the
sentencing couft failed to advise him that the chafges to which he was .
pleadiﬁg to prohibited him from possessing firearms. /d. at 892-95.
Additionally, the sentencing court affirmatively told him that he could
“put the ordeal behind him if he stayed out of trouble.” /d. at 896.
Subsequent to his guilty pleas |n jﬁvenile court, Moore was charged
with unlawful possession of a firearm. /d. at 891-92. On appeal,
Division Three affirmed the dismissal on the grounds that the juvenile
court’s colloquy with Moore during disposition along with its failure to
provide notice of the firearm prohibition on three separate occasions
Constifuted a violation of Moore’s due process. /d. at 897 n.4.

In the present case, the juvenile court did not mislead
Petitioner. Unlike the predicate’offense courtin Minor and Leavitt, the
juvenile court did not éﬁirmatively mislead Petitioner. In the order of
disposition, there was no mention of firearm prohibition. The juvenile

court did not affirmatively mislead Petitioner into believing the firearm



prohibition did not apply to him; the court simply did not provide him
notice. Additionally, unlike the predicate offense court in Moore, the
juvenile court did not fail to advise Petitioner of the firearm prohibition
on several occasions. In the present case, the juvenile court only
failed to advise him on one o_ccasion.

The present case is similar to State v. Carter, 127 Wh. App.
713, 112 P.3d 561 (2005). In Carter, the defendant élso had a
juvenile conviction for burglary. /d. at 715. Aé an adult, he was found
in possession of a firearm and chargéd with illegal possession based
onthe burgléry conviction. /d. During trial, Carter asked the ¢ourt to
dismiss the unlawful possession of firearm charge on the basis that
his due process rights were violated because he was not provided
notice ir; juvenile court that he was prohibited from possessing
firearms. Id. The Court of Appeals, Division Three, concluded that
while the predicate offense court failed to inform Carter according to
statute, Carter was not “affirmatively misled.” /d. at 720-21. In
reaching its decision, the court distinguished its case from Moore.
The court concluded that because Carter was not affirmatively told he
could “put the ordeal behind him if he stayed out of trouble,” like
Moore was, Carter was not denied due process. /d. The court in

Carter did note that between the juvenile conviction and the charge at



issue, he had been convicted of another felony and had been given
notice at that time. /d. However, the court did not base its decision on
that factor. |

The facts in the present case are alike to the facts in Carter.
Similar to Carter, Petitioner was not affirmatively misled by the
predicate offense sentencing court. Just like the defendant in Carter,
Petitioner was simply not provided notice that he was prohibited from
possessing firearms.

Petitioner argues that he was affirmatively misled when fhe
Thurston County Sheriff's Office released his rifles to him after the
disposition of a domestic violence case involving his girlfriend.
However, the facts provided by Petitioner are not enough to shoW that
there was a violation of due process. First, the letter from the
Thurston County Prosecutor’s Office does not indicate that the deputy
prosecutor, prior to authorizing the release of the rifles, ran a NCIC
check on Petitioner to make sure that he was allowed to possess
firearms. Second,' even though there is a policy at the Sheriff’s Office

to run a NCIC check prior to the release of weapons, there is no

1 The language suggests that the court in Carter based its decision on the fact that the
defendant was not affirmatively misled rather than the intervening felony conviction. See
State v. Carter, 127 Wn. App. at 720-21. (“While the predicate offense court apparently
failed to inform Mr. Carter according to the statute, he was not affirmatively misled.
Moreover,-since he was convicted of a felony in 2002 and was notified at that time...he was
not prejudiced.”)



indication that an NCIC check was actually conducted prior to
releasing the rifles to Petitioner. Finally, the predicate offense court
did not preside over the}domestic violence incident. Pursuant to
Minor, a defendant’s due process is violated when the predicate
offense court affirmatively misleads the defendant. Assuming
arguendo, even if Petitioner was misled, it was not by the juvenile
court; instead, it would have been by law enforcement. Pursuant to
RCW 9.41.047(1),Athere is no requirement for law enforcement to
advise Petitioner that he is prohibited from possessing firearms.

Petitioner also cannot demonstrate actual prejudice resulting
from the predicate offense coUrt’s failure to provide notice. Unlike the
defendant in Leavitt who volunteered information to the police which
was not asked of h‘im, Petitioner, in this case, did not volunteer extra
informétion to the sheriff deputy who contacted him. In the present
case, Petitioner told the sheriff deputy about his rifle only aftér the
deputy asked whether he [Petitioner] had any weapons inside his
Ahome. |

Petitioner argues that his convictions should be reversed
pursuant to State v. Breitung, 155 Wn. App. 606, 230 P.3d 614
(2010). In Breitung, the defendant was contacted by sheriff deputies

after they received a complaint that he [defendant] had pointed a gun



at two men. /d. at 617. Upon being contacted, Breitung told the
deputies about the various guns he had and provided a description of
the guns. /d. As a result, he was charged with unlawful possession
of‘a firearm. /d. Attrial, Breitung asked for a dismissal of the charge
of unlawful possession of a firearm on the basis that he was not
advised by the predicate offense court that his simple assault
domestic violence c.onviction would prohibit him from possessing
firearms. /d. at 619-20. The trial court denied the motion and
Breitung appealed. On appeal, this Court was asked to address a
case of first impression, whether failure to provide notice alone .
warrants reversal. /d. at 622. This Court answered in the affirmative
in light of the fact that Breitung’s responses to law enforcement
regarding his guns were more than was required by the officers’
questions. /d. at 623.2

The present case is distinguishable from Breitung. Unlike the
defendant in Breitung, Petitioner did not raise the issue of lack of

notice at trial. Furthermore, Petitioner was not actuaily prejudiced

2 State v. Breitung, holding: “In Leavitt, we held that the predicate offense court’s
noncompliance with RCW 9.41.047 clearly and substantially prejudiced Leavitt as
demonstrated in part by his ‘guileless actions’ of volunteering more information to
police tan was asked of him. Similarly, Breitung's responses were candid and more
than was required by the officers’ questions. He volunteered information about his
various guns and their descriptions and twice offered to retrieve his guns from his
residence which the officers declined.” 155 Wn. App. at 623.

10



from the lack of notice. Unlike the defendant in Breifung who offered
more information to law enforcement than was required of him,
Petitioner only answered questions that were asked of him.
Therefore, unli/ke the defendant in Breitung who was able to
demonstrate actual prejudice from the lack of notice, Petitionerin fhis
case cannot demonstrate actual prejudice.
3.2 The State respectfully requests that the Court
deny Petitioner's PRP for reversal of conviction

because this issue has been addressed in a
direct appeal.

A petitioner may not raise in a personal restraint petition an
issue which was “raised and rejected on direct appeal unless the
interests of justice require re-litigation. In re Pers. Reétraint of Lord,
123 Wn.2d 296, 303, 868 P.2d 835 (1994). In the present case, re-
litigation is not required since Petitioner raised the issue of lack of |
‘notice through his Statement of Additional Grounds on direct appeal
and also in a petition for review to the Supreme Court. In both courts,
Petitioner was ‘denied.‘o’ Additionally, re—litigation is not requfred
especially since Petitioner was neither affirmatively misled nor
prejudiced. Even though Petitioner was not provided notice,

ignorance of the law, pursuant to Minor, is not a defense for the

3 See Appendix D, Unpublished Opinion, State v. Allen, 151 Wn. App. 1041,
2009 WL 2437229 (Aug. 11, 2009); Appendix F.
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charge 6f unlawful possession of a firearm.
V. CONCLUSION
For the above reasons, the State respectfully requests that this

Court deny Petitioner’s petitidn to reverse his convictions.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 270 day of June,

- 2011.

JON TUNHEIM
Prosecuting Attorney

Mitcrn 7
OLIVIA'ZHOU, WSBKX #41747
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

‘Attorney for Respondent
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF THURSTON

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Plaintiff,
Cvs. No. 07-1-02163-2

FIRST AMENDED
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN, . | FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)
» Defendant. ; : P

SID: WA17013312 ' Prison (non-sex offense) 0)’ 6&]0 B
If no SID, use DOB: 07/24/1977 . ‘ , 4 R

PCN: 766942148 BOOKING NO, C014839%4

I. HEARING

1.1 A sentencing hearing was held on APRIL 18, 2008 and the defendant, the defendant's lawyer and the deputy
prosecuting attorney were present, 40 AB~SEA UG AT ﬂais:.mrr O TR Cawry oF AANEHL
AEccwm sy RBIHC-E-T %»u—d s-4-} ’FINDSINGS oV A 2L, 20/0-

There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, the court FINDS:
2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was found gux}ty on APRIL 3, 2008 -
by{] plea [ X] jury-verdict { ] bench trial of

COUNT CRIME RCW DATE OF CRIME

I UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN THE '9.41.040(1)=) | DECEMBER 21, 2007
FIRST DEGREE

1t UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM INTHE | 9.41.040(1)(a) | DECEMBER 21, 2007
FIRST DEGREE a

.as charged in the FIRST AMENDED information.

[ ] Additional current offenses are attached in Appendix 2.1.
{ ] The court finds that the defendant is subject to sentencing under RCW 9.54A.712.

{ ] A special verdict/finding for use of firearm was returned on Count(s) . RCW 9.94A. 602, 9.94A., 533
[ 1 A special verdict/finding for use of deadly weapon other than a firearm was remmed on Count(s)
. RCW 5.94A.602, 9.94A.533.

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS) _ : A
(RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (5/2006) 07-1-02163-2 Page 1



[ ] A special verdict/finding for Violation of the Uniform Contrulied Substances Act was returned on .

(1

(]
[]

1
[]
]

None of the current offenses constitute same criminal condu t except:

Count(s) , RCW 69.50.401 and RCW 69.50.433, taking place in a school, school bus, within
1000 feet of the perimeter of a school grounds or within 1000 feet of a school bus route stop designated by the school

district; or in a public park, public transit vehicle, or public transit.stop shelter; or in, or within 1000 feet of the
perimeter of a civic center designated as a drug-free zone by a local government authority, or in 2 public. housing

project designated by a local governing authority as a drug-free zone.

A special verdict/finding that the defendant committed a crime involving the manufacture of methamphetamine,

including its salts, isomers, and salts of isomers, when 4 juvenile was present in or upon the premises of

manufactare was returned on Count(s)
RCW 69.50.440.

. RCW 9.94A.605, RCW 69.50.401,

The defendant was convicted of vehicular homicide which was proximately caused by a person driving a vehicle
while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or drug or by the operation of a vehicle in a reckless manner and is
therefore a violent offense, RCW 9.94A.030.

This case involves kidnapping in the first degree, kxdnappmg in the second degree or unlawful imprisonment as

defined in chapter 9A.40 RCW, where the victim is a minor and the offender is not the minor’s parent. RCW

9A.44.130.

The court finds that the offender has a chemical dependency that has contributed to the offense(s).

RCW 9.94A.607.
The crime charged in Count(s)

involve(s) domeshc violence.

Other current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in ca]culatma the offender score are (list offense

and cause number):

' 22 CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 9.94A.525): -

CRIME DATE OF SENTENCING CCURT DATEOF }{Aorl] | TYPE
SENTENCE {County & State) CRIME Adult, | OF
Juv. CRIME
1 | RES. BURG. - 1994 - THURSTON CO. 6-5-94 ] NV
94-8-455-6

2

3

4

5

{ ] Additional criminal history is attached in Appendix 2.2.

[ ] The defendant committed a current offense whxle on community placement (adds one pomt 1o score).

[ ] The court finds that the following prior convictions are one offense for purposes of determining the offender score

RCW 9.94A.525.

(RCW 9.94A.525):

[ ] The following prior convictions are not counted as points but as enhancements pursuant to RCW 46.61.520:

None of the prior convictions constitutes same criminal conduct except

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)
(ROW 0 Q4A 500 SOSWWPF CR 84.0400 (5/2006)

' 07-1-02163-2

Page 2




2.3 SENTENCING DATA:

MAXIMUM

OFFENDER | SERIOUSNESS | STANDARD ENHANCEMENTS* | TOTAL STANDARD
4 COUNT | SCORE LEVEL RANGE RANGE TERM
I ’ SZ“ 2= 27 ~oc. /U//f 12427 4a /a'Y/zS
I | VI[ (| R=27 w0 | N 22V 0u. |IDw4S

* (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapous, (V) YUCSA in a protected zone, (VH) Veh. Hom, see RCW 46.61.520, (JP)
R uvenile present. [ } Additional current offense sentencing data is attached in Appendix 2.3,

24 [ JEXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substantla] and compelling reasons exist which ju;tlfy an exceptional sentence:
[ Jwithin [ ]below the standard range for Count(s) .
[ 1above the standard range for Count(s)
[ 1 The defendant and state stipulate that justice is best served by imposition of the exceptional sentence above
the standard range and the court finds the exceptional sentence furthers and is consistent w1th the interests
of justice and the purposes of the sentencing reform act.
[ 1 Aggravating factors were [ ] stipulated by the defendant, [ ] found by the court after the defendant waived
jury trial, [ ] found by jury by special interrogatory.
Findings of fact and conclusions of law are attached in Appendix 2.4." [ ] Jury's special interrogatory is attached.
The Prosecuting Attorney [ ] did [ ] did not recommend a simiiar sentence.

2.5 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. The court has considered the total amount owing, the
deferidant’s past, present and future ability to pay legal financial obligations, including the defendant's financial .
resources and the likelihood that the defendant’s status will'change. The court finds that the defendant has the ability
or likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligations-imposed herein. RCW 9.94A.753.

I The following extraordinary circumstances exist that make restitution inappropriate (RCW 9.94A.753):

2.6 For violent offenses, most serious offenses, or armed offenders recommended sentencing agreemerits or plea

agreements are [ ] attached [ ] as follows:

111, JUDGMENT

3.1 The defendant is GUILTY of the Counts and Charges listed in Paragraph 2.1 and Appendix 2.1.

(VS )
(8

[X] The court DISMISSES Counts II1 [ ] The defendant is found NOT GUILTY of Counts

C PLASUANT B TTE (auw_,? o= AMEHS Ofcesard 1~ TIP6 <z -Q
ATED CO%

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)

(RCW 9.94A.500. .505) WPF CR 84.0400 (5/2006) 07-1-02163-2 Page 3



- 1T IS ORDERED:
4.1 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of this Court:

JASS CODE

RTN/RIN

PCV

"CRC

PUB
WER
FCM/MTH

CDF/LDI/FCD
NTF/SAD/SDI

CLF

RTN/RIN

5_RESERVED_ Restitution to:

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER

$ Restitution to:

Restitution to: :

(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided
confidentially to Clerk of the Court’s office.)
$__500.00 Victim assessment RCW 7.68.035
. Domestic Violence assessment’ . RCW 10.99.080

$__200.00 Court costs, including RCW 9.94A.760, 9.94A.SOS, 10.01.160, 10.46.190

Criminal ﬁling_fee Y ____ FRC

Witness costs - § WEFR

Sheriff service fees § SFR/SFS/SFW/WRF

Jurydemandfee § __ JFR

Extraditioncosts $§ = EXT

Other $ — .
$_ 308,00 Fees for court appointed attorney RCW 9.94A.760
h) Court appointed defense expert und other defense costs RCW 9.94A.760
b Fine RCW 9A.20.021; [] VUCSA chapter 69.50 RCW, [] VUCSA additional fine

deferred due to indigency RCW 69.50.430
3 Drug enforcement fund of Thurston County ‘RCW 9.94A.760
3 Thurston County Drug Court Fee
g Crime lab fee { ] suspended due to indigency f RCW 43.43.690
$_100.00 Felony DNA collection fee { ] not imposed due to hardship  RCW 43.43.7541
5 Emergency response costs (Vehicular Assault, Vehicular Homicide only, $1000

maximum) ) . RCW 38.52.430
5 Other costs for:
s_{fo8°% totaL : ' " RCW 9.94A.760

The above total may not include all restitution or other legal financial obligations, which may be set by later order
of the court. An agreed restitution order may be entered. RCW 9.94A.753. A restitution hearing may be set by .
the prosecutor or is scheduled for ___ e e i .

{ JRESTITUTION. Schedule attached.
[ Restitution ordered above shall be paid jointly and severally with:

NAME of other defendant  CAUSE NUMBER (Victim’s name) (Amount-$)

RIN

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS) -
fROW 9 94A.500. 505 WPF CR 84.0400 (5/2006) 07-1-02163-2 ) Page 4



The Department of Corrections {DOC) or clerk of the court shall immediately issue a Notice of Payrol] Deduction.
RCW 9.94A.7602, RCW 9.94A.760(8).

All payments shall be made in accordance with the policies of the clerk of the court and on a schedule established by
DOC or the clerk of the court, comméencing immediately, unless the court specifically sets forth the rate here: Not less
than § ‘per month commencing_ - .RCW 9.94A.760.

The defendant shall report as directed by the clerk of the court and provxde financial information as requested. RCW
9.94A.760(7)(b).

The financial obligations imposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the judgment until payment in ’
full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090. An award of costs on appeal against the defendant may
be added to the total legal financial obligations. RCW 10.73.160.

[ ] Inaddition to the other costs imposed herein, the court finds that the defendant has the means to pay for the cost of

4.2

43

44

incarceration and is ordered to pay such costs at the rate of $50.00 per day, unless another rate is specified here:

" (JLR) RCW 9.94A.760.

DNA TESTING. The defendant shall have a biological sample collected for purposes of DNA identification analysis-
and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. The appropriate agency shall be responsible for obtaining the
sample prior to the defendant’s release from confinement. RCW 43.43.754. -

[ ]HIV TESTING. The defendant shall submit to HIV testing. RCW 70.24.540.
The defendant shall not have contact with ) {name, DOB)

including, but not limited to, personal, verbal, tclephomc written or contact through a third party
for years (not to exceed the maximum statutory sentence).

[ ] Domestic Violence No-Contact Order or Antiharassment No—Contact Order is filed with this Judgment and
Sentence.

OTHER: “7HA FRMMMM S 10 TUidisacs.  ARE  Foobiasr 7 and
S R ASADSH]  OE 1 e iy e TAL
e A7 THg  comaUscon” B Al DO d s L.,

AL Titmg SERVEA And  mosnrli Pz PUASOST D TR
QM&/% V) b2 _ AZALTE  TOULA L Tyl
FIRST A AGEN - NGRS T AN SErIw R, '

T Snet RE opiaian( 3O monthr SEANENCE  das st R BESH
SECAVEL, %c?:ov.&hu-r LS 57 AGAA) REQWATH D B COmiel ¥ 7g”
o AR O : : ‘

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS) )
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4.6

~ The sentence herein shall run consecutively with the sentence in cause number(s)

4.5 CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR. The defendant ts sentenced as follows:

(a) CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A.589. Defendant is sentenced to the following term of total confinement in the

custody of the Department of Corrections (DOC):

Z 2 months on Count i : months on Count
Z months on Count, 22 ; months on Count

months on Count _ months on Count

Actual number of months of total confinement ordered is: ' a7 A S,
(Add mandatory firearm and deadly weapons enhancement time to run consecutively to other counts,.see Section
2.3, Sentencing Data, above.) .

[1 The confinement time on Count(s) contain(s) a mandatory minimum term of

NON-FELONY COUNTS: /U/%.,‘
-Sentence on counts is/are suspended for

months on the condition that the defendant compty with all requirements outlined in the supervxsxon section of this
sentence.

days of jail are suspended on Count

days of jail are suspended on Count

All counts shall be served concurrently, except for the portion of those counts for which there is a special finding
of a firearm or other deadly weapon as set forth above at Section 2.3, and exceépt for the following counts which
shall be served consecutively:

but concurrently to any other felony cause not referred to in this Judgment. RCW 9.94A.589.

Confinement shall commence immediately unless otherwise set forth here:

Tbe defendant shall receive credit for time served prior. to sentencing if that confinement was solely under this
cause number. RCW 9.94A.505. The time served shall be computed by the jail unless the credit for time served
prior to sentencing is specifically set forth by the court: .

[ ] COMMUNITY CUSTODY is orderéd as follows: Mj—

Count for a range from to months;
Count : for a range from to months;
Count for a range from to months;

or for the period of eamed release awarded pursuant to RCW 9.94A.728(1) and (2), whichever is longer, and standard
mandatory conditions are ordered. [See RCW 9.94A.700 and .705 for community placement offenses, which include
serious violent offenses, second degree assault, any crime against a person with a deadly weapon finding and chapter
69.50 or 69.52 RCW offenses not sentenced under RCW 9.94A.660 commiited before July 1,2000. See RCW
9.94A.715 for community custody range offenses, which include sex offenses not sentenced under RCW 9.94A.712
and violent offenses commited on or after July 1, 2000. Use paragraph 4.7 to impose community custody following
work ethic camp.] .

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS)
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On or after July 1, 2003, DOC shall supervise the defendant if DOC classifies the defendant in the A or B risk
categories; or, DOC classifies the defendant in the C or D risk categories and at least one of the following apply:
a) the defendant cormsnited a ciirent or prior:

i) Sex offense 1 ii) Violent offense iif) Crinte against a person (RCW 9.94A411)

iv) Domestic violence offense (RCW 10.99.020) | v) Residential burglary offense

vi) Offense for manufacture, delivery or possession with intent to deliver methamphetamine including its
salts, isomers, and salts of isomers,

vii) Offense for delivery of a controlled substance to a minor; or attempt, solicitation or conspiracy (vi, vii)
b) the conditions of community placement or community custody include chemical dependency treatment.
c) the defendant is subject to supervision under the interstate compact agreement, RCW 9.94A 745,

While on community placement or community custody, the defendant shall: (1) report to and be available for contact
with the assigned community corrections officer as directed; (2) work at DOC-approved education, employment

“and/or community restitution (service); (3) not consume contrnlled substances except pursuant to lawfully issued
prescrxptxons {4) not unlawfully possess controlled substances while in community custody; (5) pay supervision fees
as determined by DOC; and (6) perform affirmative acts necessary to monitor compliance with the orders of the court
as required by DOC. The residence location and living arrangements are subject to the prior approval of DOC while
in community placement or community custody. Community custody for sex offenders not sentenced under RCW
9.94A.712 may be extended for up to the statutory maximuom term of the sentence. Violation of community custody
imposed for a sex offense may result in additional confinement.

Pay all court-ordered legal financial obligations Report as directed to a community corrections officer

Notify the community corrections officer in advanc;‘ Remain within prescribed geographical boundanes to be
of any change in defendant’s address or employment .  set by CCO

[ ] The defendant shall not consume any aicohol and shall submit to random breath testing as dlrected by DOC for
purposes of monitoring contpliance with this-condition.

[] Defendant shall have no contact with: ' .

[ ] The defendant shall undergo evaluation and fﬁlly comply with all recommended treatment for the following:

[ 1 Substance Abuse [ } Mental Health
[ 1Sexual Deviancy [ 1 Anger Management ‘
[ 1Other:

- [ ] The defendant shall enter into and complete a certified domestic violence program as required by DOC or as follows:

[ 1 The defendant shall not use, possess, manufacture or deliver controlled substances without a valid prescription,
not associate with those who use, sell, possess, or manufacture controlled substances and submit to random
urinalysis at the direction of histher CCO to monitor compliance with this condition.

[ ] The defendant shall comply with the following additional crime-related prohibitions: __- .-

Other conditions may be imposed by the court or DOC during conhmynity custody, or are set forth here:

The conditions of community supervision or community custody shall begin immediately unless otherwise set forth

here:

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS)
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48

5.]

4.7 [T WORK ETHIC CAMP. RCW 9.94A.690, RCW 72.09.410. The court finds that the defendant is eligible and is

likely to qualify for work ethic camp and the court recommends that the defendant serve the sentence at a work ethic
camp. Upon completion of work ethic camp, the defendant shall be released on community custody for any
Temaining time of total confinement, subject to the conditions below. Violation of the conditions of community
custody may result in a return to total confinement for the balance of the defendant’s remaining time of total
confinement. The conditions of community custody are stated above in Section 4.6.

OFF LIMITS ORDER (known drug trafficker) RCW 10.66.020. The following areas are off limits to the defendant
while under the supervision of the county jail or Department of Corrections:

" 'V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES

COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDGMENT. Any petition or mation for cotlateral attack on this Judgment and
Sentence, including but not limited to any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus petition, motion to vacate

judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new trial or motion to arrest judgment, must be filed within one

year of the final judgment in this matter, except as provided for in RCW 10.73.100. RCW 10.73.090.

52

54

5.5

5.6

57

LENGTH OF SUPERVISION. For an offense committed prior to July 1, '2000 the defendant shall remain under

- the court's jurisdiction and the supervision of the Department of Correctlons for a period up to 10 years from the date

of sentence or release from confinement, whichever is longer, to assure payment of all legal financial obligations
unless the court extends the criminal judgment an additional 10 years. For an offense committed on or after July 1,
2000, the court shall retain jurisdiction over the offender, for the purpose of the offender’s compliance with payment

" of the legal financial obligations, until the obligation is completely satisfied, regardless of the statutory maximum for

the crime. RCW 9.94A.760 and RCW 9.94A.505(5). The clerk of the court is authorized to collect unpaid legal
financial obligations at any time the offender remains under the jurisdiction of the court for purposes of his or her
legal financial obligations. RCW 9.94A.760(4) and RCW 92.54A .753(4).

NOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION. Ifthe court has not ordered an immediate notice of payroll
deduction in Section 4.1, you are notified that the Department, of Corrections or the clerk of the court may issue
notice of payroll deduction without notice to you if you are more than 30 days past due in meathly payments in an
amount equal to or greater than the amount payable for one jmonth. RCW 9.94A.7602. Other income-withholding
action under RCW 9.94 A.760 may be taken without further notice. RCW 9.94A.7606.

RESTITUTION HEARING.
[ ] Defendant waives any right to be present at any restitution heari ing (sign initials):

Any violation of this Judgment and Sentence is punishable by up to 60 days of conf' nement per violation.

~ RCW 9.94A.634.

FIREARMS. You must immediately surrender any concealed pistol license and you may not own, use or
possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restored by a court of record. (The clerk of the court shall
forward a copy of the defendant’s driver's license, identicard, or comparable identification to the Department of
Licensing along with the date of conviction or commitment.) RCW 9.41.040, 9.41.047.

[ 1 The couri finds that Count ._is a felony in the commission of which a motor vehicle was used. The clerk’
of the court is directed to immediately forward an Abstract of Court Record to the Department of Licensing, which

_ must revoke the défendargt’s driver’s license. RCW 46.20.285.

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)



5.8 If'the defendant is.or becomes subject to court-ordered mental health or chemical uependency treatment, the
defendant must notify DOC and the defendant’s treatment information must be shared with DOC for the duration of
the defendant’s incarceration and supervision. RCW 9.94A.562.

5.9 OTHER: Bail previously posted, if any, is hereby exonerated and shall be returned to the posting party.

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the defendant this date: Lr‘~2_ 2“"/@

WM

Judge/Prift ngme:
\@ - |21 —
De wty Prosecun orney for'Béfendant
A No. 167 _ BANo. 18174
Prmt name: JOHN M. “JACK” JONES Print name: JAMES SHACKLETON

an eme tmers e avavan,

Defendant’s swnature %4 M

lTama cemf' ed interpreter of, or the court has found me othe)rw:se quahﬁed to interpret, the
: language, which the defendant understands. T translated this Judoment and

Sentence for the defendant into that lanauaoe

Interpreter signature/Print name:

I ‘ ' __. Clerk of this Court, certify that the foregoing is a full, true
and correct copy of the Judgment and Sentence in the above-entitled action now on record in this office. '

WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Superior Court affixed this date:

Clerk of the Court of said county and state, by: : -, Deputy Clerk

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)
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THUCGU0D1000010200416101000048031

THE SUPERIOR {

| For the County of Thurﬂ.}oém OURT

lHURSTON G OUhT‘{ WASH.

PH 1213
- JUVENILE C%J oL, LS

STATH OF WASHINGTON, Petitioner, ) -
- ) B =6
f ) OF JUVENLLE
Mu 3 . OFFENDER ON PLEA OF GUILTY
DCB bLﬁf/ Responden )
—=

1 My name and dats of lmdx arc correctly atated above. {am [ L years old,

2 1 koow that { have the right 10 have 2 Iawyer s3nst me at any time, whether or not I plead guilty to the charge(s) againgt me. Y know that if I cannot afford
a lawyer, the Coust will gave me & Iswysr at 0o costto me. 1knovw that a lawyer could Jook e all the filer in my cass, tell me sbout the law and my rights,
2alk with the police, probation counselors, and prossenting snomsy, and axsist me it tnal and sentencing (dispontion). With thus knowledge, I have decided
108

{1 va!nnmniy Bive up my zight 1 2 fswyer. [ '}(J be repretented by x lowyer, Aot . JQ,?M

3 1 know that I have bc:n charged with comunitting the following afrcmc(u}, haviag rccexvcd a copy of the »hngc{n)

¢ IQQS gw,a

4 I know that 1f I plead NOT GUILTY to the chasge(s), I have the fllowng rights.
® To hezr and question any witncases wWho might 1eaify against me.

()] To have my own witncssca testify for me, and-to have ithose witnesscs required to appear at 1o cost to me. i
© To testify myself, or (o choose aot to texify, and my refusal to tesify cannot be held against me.

) To have » speedy and publie inal in the countly where the charged offense(s) sliegedly ocrurred,

) To raske the prosecuting atorcey prove each clement of the charged offense{s) beyond & reasonsblc doubt.

63 To appeal the crse 1f the Court finds ma guilty of the offense(s) at trial,

5 1 kmow thet if I plesd GUILTY o commitung ths charged offense(s), 1 give up the rights sat forth in #4, that I will be {ound 1o have commuited the
offense(s), and that I cannot appea! that finding of guilt.

6, 1 know that i€ 1 om found guilty, the Court will then consder my juverste offenss record, which i as follows,

il 25 (fes (o-rx]
7 e
7 T know that ths offensc(s)  am charged with In this cass, combined with my juveaile offense record, will put me i the following classification on cach
charge. ]
I Mumor Offender, which would aflow the Court to place me on commumnly supervinon,
Middle Offender, which would allow the Court to placs me on community supervizon, and to place me in cenfinement
Senous Gifender, which would require the Court give me the stntence in 48 below, unless I show that to bz unjust,
1 know that Commumly Supervarion may include for each charge (1) up to 12 montha of probation-tike restsictions, (2) up to $100 fins, @) up to 15¢ hours
of communty scrvise (Wotking for-the public {res of charge), (4) counsclng and information clanses, {5) reatnctions on places Isan 8o and on peopls 1
can sce, {6) curfew, aud (7) rendom drug testing by unnalysia.
8

I know that for ¢ person with my offenss recond, the standard range sentence guidelines sre as follows,

ount Ons Count Two' Count e
A chargs
—} wesks commilment
e days detention
= __~=rP-Sy . . fine
2 _ud . - . S N hours community service
=3 . months community supervision
90 s . : erime viclims fund
Z court costs
coﬂssm:.._.sr-m : ' MICROFHMED
PROS. ATTY, v

DEF. ATIY.

-




9, 1 imow that the maximum punisheent I can receive 13 commitment uniil T am 2§ years old, and that I can be semenced for no longer than the adult
maximum seatence for the offense(s) I am eharged with

10, T know lhﬂ my plex of guilty =nd tha Coust’s ateeptancs of my plea will become part of my crimieal history, and that if the offense s & Klony a0 7 was
15 or older whien the offonse was commutted, the ples will remsln part of my crindaal history 1f 1 commit another cnme before my 23rd birthiday,

11 I know that 3 T plead gudty or §f T am found guilty at teal, my criminal hintery miy cauae anothee scust 1o give ms a Ionger scnicnee for any offense I
commit in the future.

12, 1 know that if L plead guilty, the Proszeutng Attomey will recommend ths following:
Confinement 5 Community Supcrvision 222" Community Sersice hours ‘</§' ,Fme § y Costs § é ;
Crime Viewm’s Fund §__#42 Q  ;Rezuwution to viclim(s), of any; and/or

Yo Bazntast )] SZawd Wolocede he % Ve W obia  feagens

13 I know that the /Ptobaﬁan Officer vill recommend the follgwing,
Confinement Q. Commumty Supervizion % ; Community Scridice hours ‘? 2 s Fine § ;Costs § 6 3
Crime Victim’s Fund §__ /v ; Restimtion to vietim(s), if any, and/or

4. 1 know that the Couct does not have to. fclbw sny of the above recommendsiions, and that I bave 1he tight to make my own sent dations
1 know that the Couss muat imposs & sentsnce within the standard range untess the Court finds substantinl and compelling reasons not to do so. If the Count
goss outside the standand range, cither I or the State cau sppsal that seatence  If the: seatence i3 within the standerd range, no one can appeal ths sentense

uzlf,
15, I have no: besn given any promises other than those histed above. 1 have nc: been threatered with any hamm, Understsading sll of the abeve
recommendations, & frecly sud vobintarily PLEAD GUALTY 10 the following: >
o I
16, This 1a what I did that mexulted in my being charged with the offense(s):

e SHTF ;/7 I’IW Lw)iaw% )

e el se. é"&f”-(frm ‘7£ bz, CfffJM " ‘»*)}wjé’ MU&_@’{:»M

n’JZux:ﬁmL W&cMw Mm

LA

7 1have read or someonshas read fo ms everything printed above. I know that 1 may have a copy of thus statemen and that [ may ask any quca‘.xons Ichoose
befors signing it

Q)MAA LAl

(sl 0 oo o 177252 ﬁw’@@z E‘MW

Deputy Prosccuting Attorney WSBAZ Defeans Attotaey WSBAK
JUDGE'S CERTIFICATE

Tha Court certifiss that the juveaile has Indicatcd that the forcgomg was read 10 or by the juvesilo, and that the juvenile fully understands the contents,

Do /()lfg ////?4@‘ | 444/;/4/7/%

Judfz/Count Cognmissionar

widgnliyploa\$-104

MICROFILMED




THUCOUGIDIDI0A G0 ICTOR00DD4R0Y

2 a=£.nﬂ1ngnfs@a1mm:ianmmmmw
{]mwm=&1Wo£p;mlmmm1wm

parsons.
{ ] There are other complaints which have zesulted in & divers:son or a £iading
arnleacrgmlny.bunmcharnnocmcmdedasmhism \

BISPOSIT"ON ORDER - page 1 Of 3

PROS RTY



THOCOUDDIN00I0ZU0R1G101000048028

,Wip mﬁemmm\mm z}waarstmmmmc}.asof
o -~ipdacaeany g identx Bleation; 4). .;:'anymina
)
1D,




THUCOUTOI0000I020041 6101000048029

[!

Mm&maﬁymmwmw&&mmm
be extewied uonotil -fcxpuxmses' éa::e:minmgau&sausfmg
restitucion cﬂah@cixms under thas oxder, * .

{}mwmmmmm,mzm,mmmm
mmmmmmwmmmm
EROSRAM.

wmﬁwmmmwmﬁamwmmﬁmm
cexfavoosnnt of Ehig (rdor pursuand to ECY 13-40.300(1)(c)- )

o H':',V['] mwmmw thecuﬂ;timafreleasepzmmly'

o8 mr::.sﬂictimm for. emm:s.ty

" DISPOSITION ORDBR -~ page-3.0£3 . .

MICROPIIMED




APPENDIX C



-

A4 : FILED
¢ su® 7
\ THp e T CCIRT 0
,\’/
08 #aR18 My 26

8%

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF THURSTON

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Plambif,

vs No 07-1-02163-2

RYAN WAYNE ALLEN FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS)

Defendant

SID WA17613312 Pnson (pon-sex offense)

If o SID, use DOB  07/24/1977 .
PCN 766942148 BOOKING NO C01483%4

: I HEARING
11 A sentencing bearmg was held on APRIL 18, 2008 nnd the defendant, the defendant's lawyer and the deputy
prosecuting attomey were present
O FINDINGS

There being no reason why judgment should not be pronunced, the court FINDS
21 CURRENT OFFENSE(S) The defendant was found gmlty on APRIL 3, 2008

by { ] plea [ X] jury-verdict { ] bench tmal of

COUNT CRIME RCW DATE OF CRIME
1 UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM RN THE | 9 41 040{1){a) | DECEMBER 21, 2007
FIRST DEGREE -
i UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM INTHE | 941 04%{1)a) | DECEMBER 21, 2007
: FIRST DEGREE
m BAIL JUMPING ' 9476 170{1) | FEBRUARY 14, 2008

as charged 15 the FIRST AMENDED mformaton

fo]
3 { 1 Addironal current offenses are attached m Appendin 2 1 ‘
g [ ] The court finds that the defendant 15 subject to sentencing under RCW 9 94A 712
P [ 1 A special verdsct/Tindmg for use of firearm was returned on Couni(s) _ RCW 9 94A 602, 9 94A 533
& [ 1 A specal verdict/findmg for use of deadly wezpen other than a firesrim was sciurned on Couni(s)
% RCW 9 944 602, 9 944 533
7 s
i 08-9-10689-6
07-1-02153-2,
Pag= |

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)

{RCW 9 944 500, 305X WPF CR 84 0400 (5/2006)



[1

[1]
]
t1

{]
[]

[ ] Aspecal verdict/findng for Violation of the Uniform Coniralled Substances Act was returned on

Count{s) 5 RCW 6936 401 and RCW 69 50 435, takmg place tn a school, school bus, within
IOOOfcctofﬂx:penm:tcrofsscboolgmmdsormthm 1000 fret of a schood bus route stop designated by the school
district, or m 2 pabhc park, pubhc transit vehicle, or public transit siop skelter, or m, or wathan 1600 feet of the

penmeter of a crvic centzr designated as a drag-free zone by a local govemment avthonty, or m a pubhc honsmg

project designated by a local govermmng authonity as & drog-free zone

A specal verdict/findmp that the defendant commitied a cnme mvolving the manufacture of methamphetammne,

mcludmg 1ts salts, soms,andwmofmmawhenajnvmkmspxmtiuwmponthe renuses of

manufactare was returned on Count{s)
RCW 6% 50 440

RCW 2 844 605, RCW 69 50 401,

The defendant was convicted of vehreular homeide which was proximately caused by a person dnving a vehicle
whule under the mfluence of 1toxicatmg hquor or drug or by the operation of a velucle 1n a reckless manner and 15
therefore a violent offense RCW 9 94A 630

Thus case 1avoives kidnapping in the first degree, kndnapping wm the second degres, o unlawful impaisonment as

defined o chapter 9A 40 RCW, where the vichm 1s 8 minor and the offender is pot the nunor’s parent RCW

9A 44 130

The court finds that the offender iias a ehernleal dependency that has contnbuted to the offense(s)

RCW 9 944 607
The crnume: charged m Couni(s)

mvolve(s) domestic vioience

Other current convictions bisted umder diffcrent cause mumbers used in cslculating the offender score are (hst offense

and cause nomber)

Nane of the cturent offenses conshiute same crirmnal conduct except

22 CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 2 944 525)

CRIME DATECF SENTENCING COURT }DATEOF |[Aor]l | TYPE
| SENTENCE | {County & State) CRIME Adult, | OF
' Juv CRIME
1 | RES BURG 1994 THURSTON CO 6-5-94 J NV
: 94-8-455-6

2
3
4

5

[1] Ad&nomlcnmmaihxsmry:samdredmzxppmmxzz
[ ] The defendant commuttzd a current offense wiile on commnmuty placement {adds one posnt to score)

RCW 9 94A 525
[ ] The court finds that the foliowng pnor convictions arc one offenss for pixposes of determmmng the oﬂ'ender score

(RCW 9 944 525)

{ ] The following prior convichions sre not counted as points but as enhancements pursuant to RCW 46 61 520

None of the prior convictions constitutes same cninmaal conduct except

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS)
(RCW 9 94A 500, 50SWPF CR 84 0400 (5/2006)

©07-1-02163-2
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23 SENTENCING DATA

OFFENDER SERIDUSNESS | STANDARD ENHANCEMENTS® ; TOTALSTANDARD | MAXIMUM
COUNT | sroRe LEVEL RANGE 1 RANGE TERM

L) Z |V 260 e | 2 |49 s o

IL| 2 |\ 6w | oy 192637 n0s | w0

IE; l HI: -;{),kms fv'//ﬁ L{-;llho: s

-

* (F) Firearm, (D) Oth:r deadly weapans, (V) VUCSA in a protected zore, (VH) Veh Hom, see RUW 46 61 520, (Jr)
Juvenile present [ ] Additonal current offense sentencing data is attached m Appendix 23

24 [ ]EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE Substantial and compellmg rezsons exast whach jusnfy anexccpnoml sentence
[ Jwithm [ ] below the standard range for Count(s)
[ ] ebove the standard range for Count(s)

{ ]1The defendant and state stipulate that justice 15 best served by mmposttion of the exceptional seatence above
the standard range and the court finds the exceptional sentence furthers and 15 consustent with the interests
of jusnce and the pavposes of the sentencmg reform act

[ JAggravating factors were [ ] stepulated by the defendans, [ ] found by the court after the defendant warved
oy tnal, [ ] found by jury by special mterrogatory

Fmdimgs of fact znd conchusions of law are attached mn Appeadix 24 [ J 3wy’ smﬁ!mezmgamtyzsamhed
The Prosceuting Attomey [ ] did [ ] did ot reconmnend a smmlsr senience :

25 ABILITY TOPAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS The court has considered the total amount owng, the
defendant's past, present and future abihty to pay legal financial oblhigations, inchubing the defendant's financial
resources and the itkelthood that the defendant’s status will change The court finds that the defendant bas the ability
or hikely future abihity to pay the legal financial obhgations imposed herein RCW 9 94A 753

[ 1 The following exwaordmary cacumstances exist that make restition inappeoprate (RCW 9 944 753)

25 For violent offenses, most senzons offenses, or ammed offenders recoromended sentencing agreements or plea
agreements are f ] attached [ J as follows

I SUDGMENT
31 The defendant 1s GUILTY of the Counts and Charges listed 10 Paragraph 2 1 and Appendix 2 1

'32 [] The court DISMISSES Counts [} The defendant 15 found NOT GUILTY of Counts

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FI3) 07-1-02163-2

(RCW 9 04A 500, 505 WPF CR B4 0400 (5/2006) . Pape 3
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IT IS ORDERED
41 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of thts Court

JASS CODE
“RINRIN

PCV

CRC

-PUB
- WFR
FCM/MTH

CDF/LDI/FCD
NTFSAD/SDI

CLF

RTN/RIN

The above total may not incinde all restitshion or other legal financinl obligations, winch may be set by later order
of the court  An agreed restitubion oxder may be entered RCW 8 94A 753 A restitutton beanng may be sctby
the prosecutor or 1s scheduled for

IV SENTENCE AND ORDER

$_RESERVED Restituhion to

$ Reshiution to

3 Restitutton to

{Mame and Address~-address may be wathheld and provided
confidentially to Clerk of the Court's office )

" $_50008 Vietun assessment RCW 7 68 035

3 . Domestic Violenee assessment RCW 10 99 080
$_20000 Court costs, includmg RCW 9 94A 760, 9 94A 505, 10 01 160, 10 46 190
Cnmipal filing fee § FRC

Witness costs 3 - WFR A
Shenffservics fees § SFR/SFS/SFW/WRF

Jurydemandfee $______ JFR
Extradition costs § . BXT
Other
$_3DO ¢O  Fees for court a;)mmted atiorney RCW 9 94A 760

s Courtappownted defense expert and other defenss costs RCW 9 24A 760

b3 Fine RCW 9A 20021, [] VUCSA chapter 69 56 RCW, [ ] VUCSA addstional fine

deferred due 1o mdigency RCW 69 50 430

$ Dmg enforcement fund of Thirston County RCW 9 94A 760

k3 Thurston County Drug Court Fee

S Cruve lab fee [ ] suspended due to indigency RCW 4343 650

$_10000 Felony DNA collection fee [ ] not anposed due to handshiap  RCW 43 43 7541

3 Emergency response costs {(Velucular Assault, Vehicular Homacde only, 31060
maxmoum) - RCW 38 52430
COrher costs for

b3 l i QQ TOTAL RCW 9 94A 760

{ JRESTITUTION Schedule attached ‘
[ ] Restitution ordered zbove shall be pasd jomtly and severally with’

NAME of other defendant CAUSE NUMBER (fichm’s name) {Amount-3)
RIN
FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS) 07-1-02163-2
(RCW 9 94A 500, SOSYWPF CR 84 0400 (5/2006) Pape 4
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The Department of Correcnions {(DOC) or clerk of the court shall immeduately ssue 2 Notice of Payroll Deduchon
RCW 9 944 7802, RCW 9 94A 765(3)

All payments shall be mads 1n accordance with the policies of the clerk of the conrt 4nd on a schedule established by
DCC or the clerk of the court, commiencing tymmediately, unless the court specifically sets forth the rate here Not less
than$_ - per month commencmg RCW 9 04A 760

The defendant shall report as durected by the clerk of the court and provide ﬁnam.m mformanon as requested RCW
9 944 760(7)(b)}

The financtal obhgations unposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the judgment natd payment 10
full, at the rate apphicable to civil )udgm"ms RCW 1082090 An sward of costs on appeal against the defendant may
be added to the total legal finsncral obligattons RCW 10 73 160

[ ] Inaddmon to the other costs imposed herem, the court finds that the defzndant has the means to pay for the cost of
mearceration aud 15 ordered jo pay such costs at the rate of $50 00 per day, unless another rate 1s specified here
(JLR) RCW 8 944 760

42 DNA TESTING The defeadant shail have a biolegical sampie collested for purposes of DNA wdentfication znalysis
and the defendant shall fully cooperate m the testing  The appropniate ageney shall be responstble for abmmng the
samaple prior 1o the defendant’s ralease from confinement. RUW 43 43 754

{1 BIV TESTING The defendant shall submit to HIV testmg  RCW 70 24 240
43 The defendant shall not bave contact with (name, DOB)

mclud.mg, but aot lamuted to, personal, veroal, telephonic, wnm ot ¢ontact through a third party
for years {pot to exceed the tnaxumum sietutory seatence)

{] Iéomesnc Violence No-Contact Order or Ashharassment No~Contact Order s fled with thus Judgment and
entence
44 OTHER FHE FAG ARME AL EVIQERICE [ A0 7S
Chi6 ARG FOREAT Th “HI CTESO A8
S B LaAXSEA E ) ACCaRAAICE (T
SYErE (AT LPan  COMALEID] S AL
PADCERAIMGE /s ‘?/é’ff AL ST | 1K CCLAINE
Y APRERCS
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45 CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR, The defendant is seatenced 25 follows

(s) CONFINEMENT RCW 994A 589 Defendant 1s seniznced to the following tferm of total confinement 1n the
custedy of the Department of Corrections {DOC)

’5 o snoaths or Count I’ montks on Count
____3 G _mouths oa Count ZZ months on Count
— f & _months on Count 22{ ;_’_- ' months on Count
Actual number of months of total confinement ordsred 7;" O 783

{Add mandatory firearmand de~! eenanc ernhancement himie fo run consecuively to other counts, see Sechion
2 3, Sentencing Dats, aboye ) :

[ ] The confinemnent time on Count(s) _ contatn(s} 2 mandatory minimum term of

NON-FELONY COUNTS AJ{4~

Sentence on counts s/are suspended for
monihs op the condiion that the defendant comply with ail reciwrenients ondlised 1 the supervision sechon of ihis
sentence

days of jaut are snspended on Count
days of jau are suspended cn Count

All counts shall be szrved concustently, except for the portion of those counts for winch there 1s a special finding
of & firearm or other dendiy weapon as set forth sbove at Sechon 2 3, and except for the following counts which
shall be served consecutively

The sentence herein shzll run consecutively with the sentence 1 cause nambe{s)

but concurrently to any other felony cause not refarred to 1 tns Jndgmeni RCW 8 94A 589

Confinement shall conenence rmmedrately unless otherwrse set forth here

The defendant shall recerve credit for e served prior 10 sm'vencmg 1f that confinement was selely under this
cause number RCW 8 94A 505 The tupe served shall be computed by the jaik unless the eredit for ime served

prior to sentencung is specifically set forth by the sourt

46 []COMMIUNITY CUSTODY s ordered as follows A4

Comt for a range from i months,
Count for 2 rangz Som o) months,
Count__ for a range from to _months,

or for the period of earmed release awarded puxsuant to RCW 9 844 728(1) and {2), whichever 15 lopger, and sandard
mandatory conditions are ordered  [See ROW 2 24A 700 and 705 for communzty placement cffenses, which melude
serious violent offenses, second degree assault, any cruae agawst a person with a deadly weapon finding and chaptes
£9 50 or 69 52 RCW offenses not sentenced under RCW 9 94A 660 commmted before July 1, 2000 See RCW

9 94A 715 for commumty custody range offenses, which wehude s2x offenses not seoiznced under RCW § 94A 712
and violent offenses comumuted on or after July 1, 2000 Use paragraph 4 7 to unpose community custody following
work ethic carmp ]

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FiS} 07-1-02143-2
(RCW 8 94A 500, 505} WPF CR 24 0400 (5/2005) . Page 6
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On or after July 1, 2003, DGC shall supervise the defendant if DOE classifiss the defendant 1 the A or B risk
g:ggon&s, or, DOC classifies the defendant mihe £ or D nisk categones and at jeast one of the following appl
: a) the defendant commuted a current or prior

g 1} Sex offense } 1) Violent offense 11} Crine agsinst a person (RCW S 944 411)

. iv) Domestic violence offense (RCW 1099 020} | v) Reswdential bizplary offense

vi) Cffense for manudacturs, delivery or possession with intent to deliver metiamphetamine meluding 1ts
salts, womers, snd salis of 1somess, .

vi) Offense for delivery of a controlled substance t0 a munor, or ditempt, sohicitation or conspuacy {vi, vi)
b)_the condhtions of commumty placemnent or comnemty custody wclude chenmmuest dependency treatment
<) the defondunt 35 subject to supervision under the micrstate cozapact agreement, RCW 9 94A 745

Whalc on commumnsty placement or comanmmty enctody, the defendlant shall (1) report te and be available for contact
with the assipned commmunity comrections officer as directed, (2) veark at DOC-appreved educanon, employment
and/or community restitation {service), (3) not consume controlied substances except pursaant to lawfully ssued
presenptions, {4} aot enlawfully poessess controlled substances while 1 commmuty custody, {3) pay sapervision fess
as determmed by DOC, and (6} perform affirmative acts pecessary 1o mentor compliance with the orders of the court
as required by DOC  The resadence location and iving avrangemenis are subject to the prior approval of DOC-whils
1 comumumty placement or comammity custody Community custody for sex, offenders not sentenced ander RCW
994A 712 may be oxtended for up to the statutory maxmown term of the sentence  Violation of comrmmuty custody
rmposed for a sex offense may resolt 1 additonal confinement ’

Pay all court-ordered legal financial obligatons Report as directed 1o a communsty corrections officer

Notify the community correchons officer in advance  Remain withun praseribed geographical boundanes to be
of any change m defendant’s address or employment  setby CCO

{ ] Thedefendant shall not consume any aicohal and shall submnt to random breath testing as directed by DOC for
purposes of monitering compliance with this condition .

i 1 Defandant shail have no contact with
[ ] The defendant shall underge cvaluatios and fulty comply with alf recommended treatment for the following

[ 1Substance Abuse { ] Menial Health
{ ]Sexusl D:wafzcy f J Anger Mznzgement
{ ]Other '

The defendant shall enter mto and cormplete 2 verhified domeshic nislence program &s required by DOC or as follows
progra

[ 1 The defendant shall nat use, possess, maaufacture or deliver controlled substences without a vahd prescnption,
not associate with those who use, sell, possess, or manufactare controlled substances and submit to random
urmalysis at the direction of hus/her CCO to momior compirance w1tk this copdsion

[ ] The defendent shalt comply with the followmg addmonal cnme-related prombitons

Other condions may be wmposed by the court or DOC diring comnwosiy custody, or are set forth here

The condstions of commuraty SUPEIVision of commumty custody shell begin mmmediately unless stiterwise set forth

here

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FiS} 07-1-02163-2
{RCW 09844 500, S05Y(WPF CR 84 040D (5/2006) rage 7
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48

52

53

54

55

5%

57

47 [JWORK ETHIC CAMP RCW 2 94A 630, RCW 72 09 410 The coust finds that the defendant is eligible and 1s

likely to guzhfy for work eilic carop and the cowrt recommends that the defendant serve the septence at a work ethic
cany Upon complehon of work etiuc camp, the defendant shall be relessed on commumty castody Jor any
remammg bme of total confinement, subject to the condmons below  Violation of the conditions of topmmumty
custody may result 1o 2 retin 10 total confinement for the balance of the defendan'’s remammpg tone of total
confioement  The conditions of commumty custedy are stated abave m Sechicn 4 5

OFF LIVITS ORDER {known drug trafficker) RCW 10 66 020 The followng areas are off lints o the deferdant
while under the supervision of the couniy jad or Department of Comechons

¥V NOTICES AND SIGRATURES

COLLATERAL ATTACK OGN JUDGMENT  Any pention or rootion for collateral attack on s Judgment and
Sentence, meludiag but not Iimated fo any persenal restrmnt pefition, state habeas corpus petition, motion 1o vacate
Judgmeent, motion to withdraw gwilty plea, moton for new trial or:motion to arrest judgment, xoust be Bled wathio one
year of the final judgment m this maiter, sxcept as provided for 1w RCW 1073 108 RCW 10 73 090

LENGTH OF SUPERVISION For an offense computted prior to July I, 2000, the defendant shafl reyoain under
the court’s jursdiction and the supervision of the Department of Comrections for z peaiod up 1o 10 years from the date
of sentence or release from confinement, whichever 15 longer, 1o assure payment of 28 legal Gnancial obligations
unless the court extends-the crsmpal judgment an addmonal 10 years For an offense commutted on or afler July 1,
2000, the court shall retam junsdichon over the offender, for the purpose of the oifender’s complhiance with payment
of ibe legal finanmal obligations, untl the obhgation 1s completely sabisfied, regurdless of the statutory maxiomm {or
the cnme RCW 9 94A 760 and RCW 5 94A 505(5) The clerk of the court 1s anthonzed to coliect unpard Jogal
financial obligatrons ar any ume the offender remairs under the Jursdichon of the counrt for purposes of hus or ber
legal financial obligahons RCW 2 944 760{4) and RCW 2 84A. 753(4)

NOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION If the vourt Lias not ordered an mumediate notice of payroll
deduetion m Sectton 4 i, you are nonfied that the Department of Corrections or the clerk of the court may 18sue 2
nohice of payrolt deduchion without potice to you 5f yor are mon: than 30 days past due 1o menthly payments 1 an
amount equal to or greater than the amount payabie for ene mosth RCW 9944 7602  Other income-withholdusg
action under RCW 9 92A 760 may be faken withowt further notice RCW 9 944 7606

RESTITUTION HEARING
{ ] Defendant waives any nght 1o be piesent at any restitwbon heanng (si1gn wshals)

Any viclanon of this Judgment and Sentence 1s pumushable by up to 60 days of confinement per vmlanon
RCW 5 944 634

FIREARMS You must smmoediately surrender any consealed pisiol heense sad you reay not owa, use or
possess sny fresrm unless your right fo de se is restored by 8 covrt of vecord (Thc clcrk of the court shal}
forward a copy of the defendant’s dm:ez’s heease, wdenticand, or comparable idennfication to the Department of
Licensmg along with the date of convictzon or commmtment.) RCW 9 41 (40,5 41 047 -

[ 1 The court finds that Count 15 2 felony n the commmssion of whnch a motor velucle was used. The clerk
of the court 15 directed to smmediately forward an Abstract of Courd Record to the Department of Licensing, which
miust revoke the defendant’s driver's license RCW 46 26 285

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS) 07-102183-2
(RCW 9 94A 560, S05XWPF CR 84 0400 (5/2006) Page 8




.58 I!‘ the defencam ts of becomes subject to count-ordered mental health or cherucal dependency Teatment, the
defendant must notify DOC and the deferdant’s treatment infermation must be shared wath DOC for the duration of
the defendant’s mmcarceration sod superviston RCW 9 944 562

59 OTHER Bal previously posted, 1fany, 1s hereby exonerated and shall be retumned to the posting party
DONE 1 Open Court and m the presence of the defendant ths date lﬂfﬁkl C { % 200k

i ﬁé@mgﬁ Erng L8,
Christine Ay%memy

Dcmqw.ﬂ)mcy ' @omcy for Defendamt
WSHANe-Y16786 C SBANo 18174

Prntpame JOHN M “JACK™ JONES Prnt pame JAMES SHACKLETON

VOTING RIGHTS STATEMENT RCW 10 64 140 I acknowledge that my nght 1o votz bas been lest due to felony
convichon IfIam regisiered to vote, my voter regasiration will be cancelled My night to vote may be restored by a) A
certificate of discharge 1ssued by the sentzncing court, RCW 9 S4A 637, ¥) A cowrt onder 1ssued by the sentencing court
restormg the nght, RCW 892 066, ¢) A final order of discharge issued by the ande: 1mafE sentence review board, RCW
996 050, or §) A cerificate of restoration 1ssued by the govermor, RC‘M% before the mght 15 restored 15 a
class C felony, RCW 924 34 660

Defendant’s slgnsture\[r

p T
AN //// u’

td .«

Tam a cemnfied mierpreter of, or thc couxt has found me otherwise qualified 10 miemres, the
: language, whuch the defendant understands I transiated thus Judgment and
Sentence for the defendant snto that language ’
Interpreter signanwe/Prng name

L , Clerk of this Court, ceriify that the foregoing is a full, sue
apd cotrect copy of the Judgment and Seatence m the above-entriied action aow on record 1 this office ’

WITNESS roy hard and seal of the saxd Supenior Court affixed thus datz

Clerk of the Court of said county and state, by , Deputy Clerk
FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE {FIS} 07-1-02163-2 ’
(RCW ¢ 94A 500, S05)WPF CR 84 0400 (5:2005) Page 9
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IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDANT

SID No WAi7013312 ' Date of Buth ___07/24/1977
{IT no SID take fingerpnist card for State Patrol} .

FBINo 432801aC2 Local 1D No
PCN No 766942148 Other
Alzas nar;:::, DCB
Race Eibhnicity Sex

{1 Asian/Pacific [ ] Black/Afncan-Amenican [ ] Cancasian [} Bispazuc [ X] Male
Istender ,

[ 1 Native American [} Other [ X] Hon-Hispanie [ ] Female
FINGERPRINTS 1 attest that I saw the same defendant who appearsd w1 co;.n't on this gocument affix b he
fingerpnnts and signzature thereto  Clerk of the Court, Dep lerk, : Dated QZ zg /[9

e
DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE\ <

‘7&

)

Raght four fingers taken sumultaneously

Left four fimgers taken sumultansousty } ~ Left { Raght
2

!

=~ \\
) '-;; \.E
7 ‘ ha .
f“’n—-’f" —;—‘;"’72,; ‘%: . P
w - o Ea- r B 3
~ = ‘ P = "\“i‘\}&ihﬁ‘\i
4 e . {" {1 A
" v [y ";‘_
7
F
q SE.b
=20, wT
IS 3
= i
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF THURSTON
STATE CF WASHINGTON
A Plewtdf,
vs
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN,
Defendant

DOB 0%/24/1977

SID WA17013212 FBT 432801AC2
PON 750542148

RACE W

SEX M

BOOKING NO (0148354

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO

MO 07-1-02163-2

WARRANT OF COMMITMENT ATTACHMENT TO

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (PRISON)

The Shenff of Thusston County and to the proper officer of the Department of Corgechions

- The defendant RYAN WAYNE ALLEN has been convicted in the Supenor Court of the State of Washington for the crime(s) of

UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN THE FIRST DEGREE ( 2 COUNTS}, BAIL JUMPING

and the court has ordered that the defendimt be sentenced to 2 rarm of tmprisannent as set forth i the Judgment and Sentence

YOU, THE SHERIFF, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant 1o the proper officers of the Depatiment of

Corrections, and

YOou, THE PROPER OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant

for clessificahon, confinement and placement as ordered m the Judgment and Sentence

By directicn of the Honorable

Christine A. Pomeroy

BETTY ] GOULD

CLERE ,
. / 4
By Uﬁfﬂj@@/} S
DEP CLERK

FELONY JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)
(RCW 9 94A 500, 50S{WPF CR 84 0400 (5/2008)

07-1-02363-2
. Page i1
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON | |

1

DIVISION II

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ' No. 37646-6-11

Respondent,
V.
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN, UNPUBLISHED OPINION
Appelant.

HOUGHTQN: P.J. —Ryan Allen appeais his convietion for two ﬁounts of ur.llawful
possession ¢f a firearm, arguing that the trial court erred in denying his motion to suppress
evidence seized in an unlawful search. He further appeals his conviction for bail jumping,
arguing thaf the bail jumping statute is impermissibly vague ar;d that the State failed to give him
proper notice of a hearing leading to his bail jumping charge. We affirm the unlawful pbssession

~ conviction but reverse and remaﬁd 'with instructions to dismiss with prejudice the bail jumping
conviction.
FACTS
. Sornetime past midnight on Decemvber 21,2007, a Thurston County sheriff’s deputy
responded to a noise complaint. The deputy arrived at Allen’s mobile home, located in an
isolated area, from which the deputy heard music playing.

The music blared from Allen’s mobile home so loudly that all the home’s windows shook

and the deputy could not hear his dispatch radio ¢ven when turned up to its maximum volume.



No. 37646-6-11

The deputy also noticed two cars parked in front of the home and a sign on the home that read,
“No trespassing, violators will be shot and survivors will be prosecuted.” Clerk’s Papers (CP) at
30. |

He knocked on the door twice before Allen answered. Allen aggressively opened the
door while holding an'assault rifle in ﬁis right hand. The deputy, who had come alone, stood

face to face with Allen. The deputy later testified that it would have taken 10 to 20 minutes for

assistance to arrive if he had called for backup.

The deputy ordered Allen toput down the weapon and Allen complied. The deputy

_pulled Allen out of the doorway and handcuffed him. The deputy asked Allen if any other

persons presently occupied the home and if he had any other guns nearby. Allen answered that

no one else was present and that he had a loaded .22 caliber rifle on his bed. The deputy entered

the home, went into the bedroom, and secured the .22 caliber rifle.

- The deputy radioed headquarters and learned that‘Allen had a previous felony conviction.
As a result, Washington law forbade Allen from owning a gun. RCW 9.41.040(1)(a). The |
deplity arrested Allen. The State charged Allen with two boixnts of first degree unlawful
posséssion of a firearm: one count for the assault rifle, the other count for the .22 caliber rifle.

On December 21, 2007, pending Allen’s trial;the court released him on his personal -
recognizance on his complying with three conditions: (1) submitting to scheduled urinalysis aﬂd
bre:fh testihg, ) vnot possessing any weapon or firearm, and (3) appearing in court on three
days’ notice from the State.

On Monday, Febrﬁary 11, 2008, at 1:07 p.m., the State filed .a motion seeking revocation

of Allen’s conditional release because he had failed to submit to a scheduled ufina.lysis test.

2
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That same day the State mailed him a notice of the motion, seﬁing the hearing for Thursday,
February 14, 2008, at 9:15 A.M. Allen failed to appear at the hearing. The State then charged
him with one count of bail jumping. |

Before trial, Allen moved to suppress the .22 caliber rifle as evidence, claiming the
deputy obtained 1t after an illegal search of Allen’s horﬁe under the Washington and United
States Constitutions. The trial court declined to suppress the evidence.

A jury found Allen guilty on both counts of unlawful firearm possession and for bail
jumping. He appeals. -

ANALYSIS
UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM
Allen first contends that the trial court erred in denying his motion to suppress the .22
caliber rifle. He asserts that the de;;uty seized the .22 caliber rifle in a search impermissible
under the Fourth Amendment and article [, section 7 of the Washington Constitution.

With certain exceptions, the federal and state constitutions prohibit warrantless searches
and seizures. State v. Cardenas, 146 Wn.2d 400, 405, 47 P.Sd 127 (2002). One such exception
is for exigent circumstances requiring immediate action, such as officer s;fety. Cardenas, 146
Wn.2d at 403; State v. Smith, 137 Wn. App. 262, 268; 153 P.3d 199 (2007), aff*d on other
grounds, 165 Wn.2d 511, 199 P.3d 386 (2009).

T Allen argues that the deputy’s entry to secure the .22 caliber rifle was constitﬁtioﬁally
prohibited because the deputy had no reason to be concerned for his safety. Because the deputy

had taken away his assault rifle and because he had been handcuffed, Allen asserts the deputy

had rendered him harmless.

(W3]
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- To find exigent circumstances existed, the ground for an emergency search may not be
merely pretextual. Smizh, 137 Wn. App. at 269. An officer’s belief that an emergency exists
must be both subjectively and objectively reasonable. Smith, 137 Wﬁ. App. at 269. |

| Under the subjective test, the deputy would be jkustiﬁed in relying on his own perception
of any potential danger. Here, before knocking on Allen’s door, the deputy observed a sign
warning that trespassers would be shot, and Allen hurriedly qpened the dbor with an assault rifle
in hand. Both factors could h;lve reasonably led the deputy to believe that Allen presented a
potential, vic;lent. danger.

A more removed analysis of the situation also satisfies the objective test. The deputy
testified that although Allen stated.that no one else was in his ixome, he observed two cars in the
driveway. The second car could have belonged to another potentially dangerous occupant with
possible access to a weapon. Furthermore, because the deputy was aloné and could not receive
support from other deputies for some time, the deputy could have secured the .22 caliber rifle as
a precaution in case Allen later a;ttempted to escape or resist arrest. Allen’s argumém; fails.

BAIL JUMPING

Allen further contends that his conviction for bail jumping must be reversed. He raises
two arguments. First, that the bail jumping statute Is impermissibly vague. Second, he argues
that the State failed to give him the notice the trial court required when it imposed conditions for
h“iis release pending trial. Therefore, he asserts, insufficient evidence supports his conviction. As
the second argument disposes of this issue, we do not address his vagueness claim.

We review a claim based on insufficiency of the evidence under the familiar standard set -

forth in State v. Salinas, 119 Wn.2d 192,201, 829 P.2d 1068 (1992). In doing so, we view the’
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evidence in the li ght most favorab;e to the State to determine whether a rational fact finder cbuld
find the crime’s essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt. Salinas, 119 Wn.2d at 201,

To prove that Allen committed bail jumping. the State had to show that with knowledge
of the requirement of an upcoming appearance, he failed to appear “as required.” RCW
9A.76.170. The trial court released him-on his pérsonal recognizance. One condition of release
required him to “[a]pf;ear in court on three (3) days notice.” Ex. 7. Another condition required
. him to report to the State for urinalysié tests. He did not report for urinalysis testing. In
response, at 1:07 P.M. on Monday, February 11, the Stat¢ filed a motion to revoke his release.
The notice required him to appear in court on I'ebruary 14 at 9:15 aM.

Reviewing the relevant dates here, it becomes readily app'arent that the-State could not
put a notice into the mail on Monday afternoon, February 11, and have Allen receive the required
three days’ notice of a 9:15 A.M. hearing on Thursday; February 14. At best, he would have had
only two days’ notice. The State simply did not give him the notice the trial cc;urt required, and
he did not knoWingly fail to appear. ;fhe State could not co'nvic;t him for bail jumping under
these circumstances. The conviction must be reversed and the matter remanded with instructions
to dismiss. State v. Smith, 155 Wn.2d 496, 505, 120 P.3d'559 (2005) (remedy is reverse and
dismiss without retrial where insufficient evidence suppsrt an element of the crime).

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS
ﬂAllen raises additional claims pro se in his statement of additional grounds.' His first

claims appear to be that he received ineffective assistance of counsel.

"RAP 10.10(a).

(W)



No. 37646-6-11

An inéffective assistance of counsel claim requires a showing of deficient performance

with resulting prejudice. Sirickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687, 104 S. Ct. 2052, 80 L.

- Ed. 2d 674 (1984). Legitimate trial tactics and straiegy form no basis for an ineffective

assistance of counsel claim. State v. Hendrickson, 129 Wn.2d 61, 77-78, 917 P.2d 563 (1996).
Moreover, we do not review matters outside the trial court record. State V. McFarland, 127 Wn.
2d 322,335,899 P.2d 1251 (1995).

Here, Allen’s arguments revolve around asking his trial and appellate counsel to do
certain things. First, Allen cites several legal authorities he requested his trial counsel present at
trial. His trial counsel, Allen states, did not deem the5e authorities to be useful to Allen’s case.
The legal authorities cited by Allen in his statement of additional groends, however, include civil

or administrative laws which do not relate to Allen’s criminal liability” and a single case

pertaining to a municipal noise ordinance which does not relate to the State’s charges of
unlawful possession of a firearm. City of Everett ex rel. Cattle v. Everett District Court, 31 Wn.
App. 319, 641 P.2d. 714 (1982).

Second, Allen cites evidence he believes trial counsel should have introduced at trial,

namely, testimony stating that Allen’s gate was closed when the deputy arrived and that the

volume of the music coming from his house was less than 45 decibels. These claims comprise
matters not related to the charges Allen faced, matters of trial tactics, or are outside the record.
As Allen neither demonstrates deficient representation nor any prejudice, his ineffective

assistance argument fails.

2 Allen cites chapter 10.36 RCW (no such chap[er is presently enacted) chapter 70.107 RCW;
chapter 173.53 WAC; WAC 173-58-040. '
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Next, Allen argues that he could not be convicted of unlawfql possession of a firearm
because the State did not notify him ypon his prior release from prison that law forl?ade him from
owning a gun. The Astatute‘ under which he was convicted, however, does not require that the
State to do so. RCW 9.41.040(1)(a). This argument fails.

Allen also asserts that the trxal court incorrectly calculated his offender score. As he will
be resentenced on remand, we do not address this argument further.

Finally, he raises claims based on the unlawful search and seizu/re and his bail jumping
conviction. We otherwise addressed these same issues and, thus, do not discuss them ﬁlrther.

In summary, we affirm the unlawful possession of a firearm conviction and reverse and
remand with instructions to disfniss the bail jumping co.nviction with prejudice.

A majority of the panel having determined that this opinion will not be printed in the
Washington Appellate Reports, but will be filed for public record pursuant to RCW 2.06.040, it is

so ordered.

W ooy Y

Houcrhtmé Pl

We concur:

Atk ., A

Bridgewater; J.

AL A

Kulik, J.




APPENDIX E



oSS, §36043

OO HOV 13 AM S: Ol ' e

L' 2 s
CHITE Supreme Court Case No. &7 =2 (- i

.
L
)
y

BY ROMALD B, CARPENIER

IN THE SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

State Of Washington,
Réspondent,
V.

Ryan W. Allen,

Petitioner,

Petition For Review
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. IDENTITY OF MOVING PARTY

Petitioner Ryan Allen, the appellant below, asks this Court tc review the decision

of the Court of Appeals referred to in section B.

B. COURT QF APPEALS DECISION

Mr. Allen seeks review of division Two's unpublished opinion in State v. Ryan
p ¥y

Allen No. 37646-6-11. A copy of the opinion is attached as Appendix A.

C. ISSUES PRESSENTED FOR REVIEW, D. STATEMENT OF THE CASE. E.
ARGUEMENT WHY REVIEW SHOULD BE ACCEPTED

1. Cana respondent be convicted of first degree unlawful possession of a |
firearm in two counts where the anestmg officer did not follow procedure in a sound
ordinance violation which is a cml matter? In accordance with the Chapter 10.36
PUBLIC DISTURBANCE NOISE under subsection .010 states in the declaration of the
policy that the purpose of this chapter is to protect to the greatest extension possible both
the right of free speech and ‘the right to privacy within the home and upon real property.
Its purpose is to guarantee ample channels of communication for all ideas, whether
welcome or unwelcome by the recipients, yet also secure the privacy as a refuge from
unwelcome noise. (Ord. 13378 (part), 2005: Ord. 9189 ss 1, 1989: Ord. 8072 ss 2 (part),
1985). ' :

Under subsection .030 B. states this: is caused by the operation of any devise
designed for sound production or reproduction, such as but not limited to radios,

televisions, musical instruments phonographs and loudspeakers that exceed fifty-five dBA ‘

between the hours of seven a.m. and ten p.m. and fortv-five dBA between the hours of ten

p.m. and seven a.m.. measured at any adjacent parcel or public right-of-way: or is caused

by anv source described in subsections A, B, and C of this section. which unreasonably

disturbs or interferes with the peace. comfort or repose of cwners of possessors of real




property determined at anv point on the affected property,

For the purpose of this chapter, noise complaints may only be initiated bv a person

who resides, or owns property in the area affected by the noise compiaint of.
{Ord.13378 (part), 2005: Ord. 9189 ss 3, 1989: Ord. 8072 ss 2 (part), 1985). Apparently

officer Simper did not feel that the law applied to him to follow. If he had I'm sure that

officer Simper would have at the very least brought a decibel meter with him on his call of
anoise complaint. Next he would have gone to tBe affected landowners residence that
had called in the first place as described in the ordinance. It would be reasonable to
believe that officer Simper was quite aware of the sound ordinance in it's entirety as with
the experiance in which officer Stmper has claimed to had through out his career as so
stated in CP-5 of the direct examination by Mr. Jones. And had he known that, he would
have also known that it is also not procedure as he had stated he did in CP-G, Upon
coming into the area — well, a neighbor had cailed reporting excessive noise, music,
coming from a residence, and I was driving dowr Sargent Road, slowed, rolled down my
windows, and I could hear very loud music coming from the residence in question. If
officer Simper had known the procedure that he must follow he would have gone to the
residence of the afflicted property. Asin City of Everett v. O'brien, 31 Wash. App. 319,
641 P.2d 714 (Wa. App. 1-11-82), nowhere in the ordinance does it state anything about
officer’s judgment. Officer Simper, without taking a decibel reading enters Mr. Allen’s
private property in which he has a right to privacy because his property was fully fenced, a
closed gate with no trespassing signs conspicuously on it; see State v. Gare, 77 Wn. App.
333, 890 P. 2d 1088 (1995); State v. Dodson 110 Wa. App. 112, 39 P. 3d. 324 (2002).
Therefore officer Simper did not have legal justification to enter M. Allen's property;
because a violation or infraction was not proven officer Simper did not have probable
cause as a result and thusly proceed.ed to enter Mr. Allen's property. Therefore, officer
Simper violated Mr. Allen's fourth amendment right against unreasonable search and
seizure. :

Chapter 10.38 CIVIL PENTALTIES FOR NOISE VIOLATIONS, clearly states

the policy under subsection .010 as follows: It is the policy of Thurston County to

enforce, to the extent resources permit, the rules setting maximurm noise levels established




by the State Department of Ecology pursuant to RCW Chapter 70.107. Local

government may enforce these rules only through imposition of a civil penalty pursuant to
RCW 70.107.050. (Ord. 9219 (part), 1989). It further goes on to say in subsection .030

service of notice of violation: The civil penalty is imposed by the service of a notice of

violation on the person committing the violation. Service of the notice shall be as

provided in RCW 4.28.080. However, if. in the exercise of reasonable dilicence. service

cannot be made as provided in RCW 4.28.080, service may be accomplished by mailing

the riotice of violation to the person to be served at the Iast known address by certified

mail with return receipt requested. (Ord. 9219 (part), 1989). Ifin fact officer Simper had

obtained a decibel reading and it had been over the the dBA level stated in the ordinance
officer Simper still did not execute the service of notice in violation properly either. If he
is not able to access the residence in which he is trying to give notice he is to mail it as
stated in the subsection .040 and have the information in the notice as specified in
subsection .050, which is also an incorpofation of state law, see RCWs listed above. Asa
direct result of précedure not followed unlawful search and seizure was committed
causing all evidence from this point inadmissible in a court of law for the evidence was
unlawfully obtained and should bave been suppressed during the suppression hearing
before trial. This also directly related to ineffective counsel, since Mr. Allen did expressed
his concerné of the incompentency of Mr. Shackleton and was deni ed motion 1o receive
new counsel.

2. Officer Simper then goes on to violate the knock and announce statute
also known as RCW 10.30. Officer Simper proceeded up to Mr. Allen's mobile, CP-6,
which was dark and knocked once, and watted for a response -- nowhere did he announce
that he was law enforcement. The officer then knocked louder 2 second time, but again -
nowhere in either the clerk’s papers in the motion 1o suppress CP-7-8 or trial and
sentencing CP-11 did he announce himself as any kind of law enforcement, police-open-up
or sheriff-open-up. As a resuit the defendant answered the door, which has no peephole,
armed with the weapon pointed down. It wasn't until then that the defendant Mr. Allen
saw the person who was 'knocking, and that he was law enforcement. The officer, fearing

for his safety, ordered the defendant to put down the weapon, which he did quickly; and



wés immediately handcuffed by the officer. See trial CP-11. In State v. Richards, 136
Wa. 2d. 361, 962 P.2d 118 (1998) the police or law enforcement must #1 knock and #2
announce their identity and then #3 announce their purpose for being there, and finally #4
allow a brief waiting period prior o entry. See U.S. v. Ramires, 91°F. 3d 1297 (1996),
U.S. v. Bustamante-Gamez, 488 F. 2d 4, 10-11 (1973), strict compliance with the knock
~and announce statue is required, State v. Richards, 87 Wn. App. 285, 941 P. 2d 710
{1997). This statute and docirine was enacted so as to avoid the exact situation that ‘
happened - endangering law enforcement personnel, while also protecting persons from
4th amendment violations of unréasonable search and seizure. See State v. Myers, 1.02, wn
2d 584, 689 P. 2d 38 (1984). This again shouid have been suppressed during the
suppression hearing and was allowed into court at fault of ineffective counsel.

3. Mr. Allen's Fifth Amendment rights were also violated by an unwarranted
custodial interrogation. M. Allen was immediately handcuffed on his porch after
obeying the offer's command to lay down the weqpon. Upon doing so the officer asked
Mr. Allen if there were more weapons in the house, CP-11-12. Since this appearance by
officer Simper was for noise, and Mr. Allen was handcuffed, there was absolutely no need
to ask if anymore weapons were in the house. There was no felony in progress; see State
v. Cunningham, 116 Wn. App. 219, 65 P. 3d 325 (2003) or a completed feiony, ses Siate
v. Williams 34 Wn. App. 662, 663, P.2d 1368 (1983). The question about more firearms
was therefore, unwarranted, given Mr. Allen being handouffed and alone. Mr. Ailen' was
in custody - being handcuffed because he was not free to just leave and end the coniact.
See State v, Sargent, the court stated: Once a person is taken into custody, the
presumption of volunteer ness disappears; Minnisota v. Murphy, 465 U.S. 420, 429, 79
L. Ed. 2d 409, 1064 S. Ci. 1136 (1984). The officer then.proceeded to ask questions
regarding as to how many, and where anymore guns were located while Mr. Allen was
handcuffed, CP-16-17. This fits the definition of custodial interrogation as‘stated on
P650 of Sargent quoting Rhode Island v. Innis, 446 U.S. 291, 301, 64 L. Ed. 2d 257, 100
S. C.T. 1682 (1980); officer Simper was Eéoking for possible incriminating information, so
by the Innis definition this questioning is considered a custodial interrogation; Miranda

rights should have been given to Mr. Allen by officer Simper, they were not and the

—’



presumption that the statement given to a law enforcement officer while in physical
custody of him handcyffed was completely voluntary is absurd. Mr. Allen's 5th
amendment rights were clearly violated when officer Simper asked him questions while
Mr. Aller was handcuffed, unrelated to the noise complaint is unconstitutional and a
result, any statement so obtained is inadmissible, and again this not beiﬁg suppressed is a
direct result of ineffective counsel. '

4. As for RCW 9. 41. 047 (1), the appellant court errored in stating that the
courts are not required in notification of firearm probatioﬁ. In fact according to the taw

the courts are mandated to notify the defendant of any firearm probations written and

. verbally. The rule thai ignorance of the law is not a defense 1o a criminal charge does

not automatically apply to mahim prohibitum offense (viz., an.act that is wrong because

it is prohibited) if the person committing the offense reasorably and in good faith refied

“on legally erroneous and actively misleading information imparted by an authoritative

government official. If we look in depth at the cases: Stat v. Leavitt 107 Wn. App. 361,
26 P.3d 622 (2001); State v. Minor 162 Wn.2d 796, 172 P.3d 1162 (2008); we will see
that it has been defined in these two cases that there is a mandate that requires exactly
that, notification written and verbally. Under the law it would make no sense to get back
a right of possessing a firearm if the right was never lost. Not to mention that there were
in fact probations notﬁed at the sentencing in the case on Mr. Allen's previous case in
which this all stems from and did not include any firearm probations. - These probations
were no contacts between curtain people. Also see appendix including letter {rom
probation officer stating her fotal certainty that Mr. Allen was at no time informed by our
Court or myself of firearm probation. And at no time has this either been reported to the
Department of Licensing. Furthermore ‘a'lso in the appendix is a copy of a tag from the
Thurston County Sheriffs Departrment that they can say for certain that they had released
this very firearm to Mr. Allen a few years prior after a background check and then
confirming that in fact Mr. Allen could possess a firearm. Now if that is not misleading

information by an authoritative government official please define what is. So if at no time

Mr. Allen has been notified by the courts or 2 law enforcement agency in accordance with

9.41.047(1) while Mr. Allen was a juvenile during sentencing and knowing that at this

R
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time that Mr. Allen probably did not have any extensive knowledge of the law at the time

than it is affirmative that Mr. Allen was in fact misled in good faith by a authoritative

government official. Mr. Allen's two charges of unlawfui possession of firearm should bé

reversed. (
5. Failure by trial attorney to notify Mr. Allen of a re-trial under CrR Retrial

Rule 7.5 New Trial (3), {6), {7), (8); and then the appelant court to consider RAP Rule

9.11 Additional Evidence On Review. '

F. CONCLUSION

1. The relief sought here is the reversal of the charge unlawful possession of

firearm in the first degree in count 1 & 2 as of 11-13-09.

Respectfully submitted,
D B I N
r"/
Ryan W. Allen
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THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )

| ) NO. 83604-3
Respondent, )

) ORDER

\2 ) )
: ) C/ANO. 37646-6-II-
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN, )
: )
T . Pctiﬁoﬁér_. )
_ )

Department II of the Court, composed of éhief Justice Madsen and Jusﬁgzes A_:lexaﬁr-_i?er, : T
Chambers, Fairhurst and Stephens, considered at its March 2, 2010, Motion Caléndar, wh'é’%her
review should be granted pursuant to RAP 13.4(b), and unanimously agreed that the following order
be entered.

ITIS ORDERED:

That the Petition for Review is denied.

DATED at Olympia; Washington this _ﬁ day of March, 2010.

For the Court

CHIEF JU STICE

5“/%9



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I served a copy of the State’s Response to Personal Restraint

Petition, on all parties or their counsel of record on the date below as

follows:

\2< US Mail Postage Prepaid

DAVID C. PONZOHA, CLERK
COURTS OF APPEALS DIVISION I
950 BROADWAY, SUITE 300
TACOMA, WA 98402-4454

PN

.....

0 2LVLS

AND TO: HARRY WILLIAMS
KELLER ROHRBACK LLP
1201 THIRD AVE, STE 3200
SEATTLE, WA 98101-3052

Alnddd
S SIRT-AWEL

I certify under penalty of perjury under laws of the State of
Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated this ﬁagxday of June

Olympi ashington.

caroline Jofies ~



IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

DIVISION II
STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Respondent, | NO. 41345-1-11
vS. '
. : NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN, ‘ COUNSEL
Appellant.
TO: David C. Ponzoha
Court Clerk
Court of Appeals, Division II
950 Broadway

Tacoma, WA 98402-4454
AND TO: Harry Williams, v, attorney for Ryan W. Allen
'PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that counsel for the State of Washington shall
- be Olivia Zhou, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Thurston County, 2000

Lakeridge Drive SW #2, Olympia, WA 98502, and all further pleadings and
‘papers shall be served upon said attorney at the stated address.

Submitted this ‘ D day of May, 2011.

s ?

Olivia Zhou, WSBA #41
Deputy Prosecuting Att

1, Chong McAfee, hereby certify that a
true and correct copy of this document
was served to the Appellant’s attorney
via electronic mail on this May 10, 2011,
I declare under penalty of perjury under
the laws of the State of Washig 4
foregoing is u?yand correct,

s

EDWARD G. HOLM .
Thurston County Prosecuting Attomey

2000 Lakeridge Drive S.W.
Olympia, WA 98502

NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL (360) 786-5540 Fax (360) 754-3358
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Washington State Court of Appéélls

Division Two

950 Broadway, Suite 300, Tacoma, Washington 98402-4454
David Ponzoha, Clerk/Administrator  (253) 593-2970 (253) 593-2806 (Fax)
General Orders, Calendar Dates, Issue Summaries, and General Information at http://www.courts.wa.gov/courts

May 9, 2011
Harry Williams, IV Carol L. La Verne
Keller Rohrback LLP Thurston County Prosecutor's Office
1201 3rd Ave Ste 3200 2000 Lakeridge Dr SW Bldg 2
Seattle, WA 98101-3052 Olympia, WA 98502-6045
hwilliams@kellerrohrback.com Lavernc@co.thurston.wa.us

CASE #: 41345-1-11
Personal Restraint Petition of: Ryan Wayne Allen

Counsel:
On the above date, this court entered the following notation ruling:
A RULING SIGNED BY THE CLERK:
Respondent is granted an extension of time to and including 06/23/11 to file the
Response to the Personal Restraint Petition. In view of the length of this extension, the

court will not grant respondent any further continuances for filing its response absent a
showing a compelling circumstances.

Very truly yours,

Dot

David C. Ponzoha
Court Clerk
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COURT OF APPEALS, DIVISION I
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
NO. 41345-1-lI

IN RE THE PERSONAL
RESTRAINT PETITION OF
MOTION FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME FOR FILING
RYAN WAYNE ALLEN RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

Thurston County Superior
Court

NO. 07-1-02163-1

1. IDENTITY OF MOVING PARTY

Respondent, State of Washington, by and through Carol La Verne,
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for Thurston County.

2. STATEMENT OF RELIEF SOUGHT

A 45-day extension of time for filing respondent’s brief.

3. FACTS RELEVANT TO MOTION

The State’s response in this PRP is due Monday, May 9, 2011. As this
court is aware, there were several personnel changes in the Thurston County
Prosecutor's Office early in 2011 and the position of appeal deputy was left
vacant for approximately five weeks. A significant backlog accumulated in
that time. In March | was assigned primary responsibility for Thurston County

criminal appeals, but | also have a trial case load and cannot give appeals my



RN

full attention. In addition, | had an argument in the Supreme Court this week
in State v. Lormor, Case No. 84319-8, which took a significant amount of -
preparation time. | am currently working on the State’s response in State v.
Zachary Collins, Case No. 41179-2-ll; that response was originally due on
April 25, 2011. When this court granted an extension to May 25, it indicated
there would be no further continuances, so | must necessarily work on that.

| have not previously requested an extension of time in this métter.

4. ARGUMENT AND CONCLUSION

For all the reasons stated above, the State respectfully requests

an extension of 45 days, until June 23, 2011, to file its response.

DATED this 6th day of May, 2011.

JON TUNHEIM
Prosecuting Attorney

&lw«é« lutl e

Carol La Verne
WSBA # 19229
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I served a copy of the Respondent’s Motion for Extension of
Time for Filing Respondent’s Brief, on the date below as follows:

Electronically filed at Division IT

TO: DAVID C. PONZOHA, CLERK
COURTS OF APPEALS DIVISION II
950 BROADWAY, SUITE 300
TACOMA, WA 98402-4454

HARRY WILLIAMS, IV

LAW OFFICE OF HARRY WILLIAMS, LLC
PO BOX 19336

SEATTLE, WA 98109
HARRY@HARRYWILLIAMS.COM

I certify under penalty of perjury under laws of the State of Washington

that the foregoing is true and correct,

Dated this ( (2 day of May, 2011 at Olymp1a W shmg;ton
( ﬁz ) "\’\
~Caroling’ Jones &}




THURSTON COUNTY PROSECUTOR

May 06, 2011 - 9:31 AM

Transmittal Letter

Document Uploaded: prp2-413451-Motion for Extension of Time.tif

Case Name:
Court of Appeals Case Number: 41345-1

Designation of Clerk's Papers

Statement of Arrangements

Motion: _ Motion for Extension of Time
Answer/Reply to Motion: ___
Statement of Additional Authorities
Cost Bill

Objection to Cost Bill

Affidavit

Letter

Copy of Verbatim Report of Proceedings - No. of Volumes: ___
Hearing Date(s):

Personal Restraint Petition (PRP)

Response to Personal Restraint Petition

Reply to Response to Personal Restraint Petition
Other:

Sender Name: Caroline Jones - Email: jonesem(@ico.thurston.wa.us

| A copy of this document has been emailed to the following addresses:

harry@harrywilliamslaw.com



